
Petition of

COX \'IRG"'.-\ TELCO.\1. I\C..

Case .~o. PCC9-

BELL ATLANTIC-VffiGINIA. L~C..

For enforcement of interconnection agreement and
arbitration award for reciprocal compensation for
the termination of local calls to (nternet servict' providers.

.-\FFID.-\ VIT OF WES ~EAL COX VrRGINIA TELCOM, I:'iC

Wes Neal. being duly sworn. deposes and sa\s

I am marketing director for Cox Virginia Teleom. Inc .. fonnerly Cox Fibernet

Commercial Services. Inc ("Cox"') I make this Affidavit in support of Cox's Petition for

Enforcement of Interconnection Agreement and Arbitration Award for Reciprocal

Compensation for the Tennination of Local Cails to (ntemet Service Providers.

2. Cox is certificated to operate as a competitive local exchange company in

Virginia

3. I participated in interconnection negotiations with Bell Atlantic-Virginia. Inc.

("Bell Atlantic"), both before and after the arbitration proceeding before the Virginia State

Corporation Commission ("Commission'"), Case No PUC960104 Among these activities. I

participated in a conference call that occurred on January 3D, 1997

4 Cox's initial position in interconnection negotiations and 10 the arbitration

before the Commission was that Cox wanted bill and keep to govern the exchange oflocal
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:n:o;l1lute the pa\"ment llf recrpr,l~'al ~'~'mpCn~d[I\)n ,j' ,he.' ~e.·flmnJrllln \l( )\I,:JI :'.lrtj~'

.; From the inception of the negotlarlOns. Bell ,-\tlantic endorsed the pa~'menr or"

reciprocal compensation for the termination of local traffic

6, At one point. before the arbitration before the Commission. we discussed with

Bell Atlantic the likely relative balance of local traffic \A'e acknowledged that. with Internet

traffic, the volume of local traffic would be greater commg from Bell Atlantic to Cox than the

local traffic volume in the re\'erse direction ,-\ Bell-\t/antic representative commented that. in

the face of this acknowledgment b~' Cox. Bell Atlantic could not understand why Cox was

proposing a regime of bill and keep

7, When asked why Bell Atlantic favored a compensation methodC"ogy that

would have it make net payments to Cox. Bell Atlantic responded that this issue went well

beyond the Cox-Bell Atlantic interconnection agreement.

8 After the issuance of the Commission's arbitration orders. Cox and Bell

Atlantic met to finalize the actual interconnection agreement to implement those orders, At

no time during those meetings did anything come to Cox' s attention intimating that Bell

Atlantic had changed its position and now considered local calls terminated to Internet service

providers to be anything other than local traffic for purposes of reciprocal compensation for

the termination of local traffic

9 The purpose of the January 30. 1997, conference call was for Cox to provide

Bell Atlantic with its forecast of the actual number of trunks Cox would need to handle traffic
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During the conference call we told Bell Atlantic. represented primaril\" b\" Jeff~ " "10

that Cox has undertaken the investment and will incur additional costs associated with

13. Because of the importance of these revenues to Cox, especially given the fact

comments by Bell Atlantic that would have called these revenues into question.

3

terminating local calls to Internet service providers. we would have been very sensitive to any

12. Neither Jeff Masoner or Bell Atlantic questioned or contradicted Cox's

II We also discussed several technical issues associated with Cox's service to

local calls to Internet sef\lce providers sef\"ed bi Co ,\' ~ network

Masoner. Director ofeamer Services. that by the end of 1997. Cox would need about '200

terminating local calls to Internet service providers

D5-1 trunks coming from Bell Atlantic. and that on1\ ren would be needed for traffic flowing:

revenue forecasts or questioned whether or not Cox was entitled to compensation for

from Cox to Bell Atlantic \\'e specitically explained that the disparity in traffic was due ra

would instead use interim number portability means to route the calls to Cox's system.

Internet service providers Foremost among these matters was whether Bell Atlantic would

our capturing of Internet sef\"ice pro\iders as cusror.ltfS We also shared some of our revenue

prOjections with \11". Masoner and raid him that we expected significant revenues from Bell

ccnsider a transfer of the telephone number of a large Internet servict: provider to Cox or

:\-t/antic to compensate Cox for its termination of local calls to Internet service providers
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10<11 day of June. 1997

[sea!]
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Petition of

COX VIRGL"TJA TELCOM, ~C ..

Case So. PUC97
v.

BELL ATLA.'1TlC-VlRGL"UA. INC.•

For enforcement of interconnection agreement and
arbitration a ward for reciprocal compensation for
the tennination of local calls to [nternet service providers.

AFFlDAVIT QF TOM MANOS, I NFlNET CO.
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pl.'t1tion of

CO.\ \"RG'.":\ TELCO.\!. 1.\c..
Case -'0. PlT9;__

\'.

BELL ATLANTIC-VlRGlNIA. mc..

For enforcement of interconnection agreement and
arbitration award for reciprocal compensation for
the termination of local calls to 'nternet service providers.

AFFIDA VIT OF TOM 'IA~OS. [:\TF[~ETCO.

Tom \1anos. being duly sworn. deposes and savs

I am Tom Manos. President of~etwork Services for InfiNet Co

("lnfiNet") a national Internet access provider with headquarters in Norfolk. VA. I make

this Affida ....it in supPO" of Cox's Petition for Enforcement of Interconnection Agreement

and Arbitration Award for Reciprocal Compensation for the Tennination of Local Calls to

Internet Service Providers

2 The purpose of this affidavit is to relate how a local call from a residential

or business customer of Bell Atlantic to InfiNet is processed.

3. InfiNet purchases blocks of local measured lines which have Direct Inward

Dialing. This enables multiole callers to call one number and reach an open port at

lnfiNet's office. Services purchased by InfiNet from Bell Atlantic are tariffed services

that. generally. are available to any business ~ustomer
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9 In other words. InfiNet operates a private system similar to other

back to a digital signal

8. This Internet connection is provided on InfiNer's own customer premises

Companies throughout the United States that residel1tial or business customers with local

measured service are billed by Bell Atlantic for these calls as local calls

6 These calls terminate or leave the telephone network when the call is

completed to InfiNer's modem (customer premises equipment), which converts the signal

7 The conversion of the analog signal to a digital signal initiates the Internet

understanding based on years of experience wrrh different Regiunal Bell Operating

session The customer logs in his or her name and password. and goes into the local

Hampton Roads customers. this is the Pilot On-Line The customer is now connected to

server The customer generally sees a local city home page. In the case ofInfiNet's

the Internet

with MCI Telecommunications Corporation

includes a DS3 capacity special access line to its private network through arrangements

equipment and private network. For example. if the customer wants to visit a web site

customers that would otherwise have high volumes of toll traffic. InfiNet ' s network

that site via special access facilities by special arrangements with interexchange carriers.

located in another state or country, InfiNer's equipment routes the customer's signals to



Subscribed and sworn to before me (his 10
th

day of June. 1997

~:V"~-
~c ~(J

:v1y COmrrllSSlC'n Expires: Z!3 t!Q]

---- -_._-- ~~-----

55

fseal]

",I r '
CITY OR COlSTY OF /",ort-O; K

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA



Exhibit 2



Comparably Efficient Interconnection (""CEr') Plan for Internet Access Service is respectfully

principal underlying basic service in the existing Bell Atlantic jurisdictions, is not available in

RECEIVED

MAY - 5 \997

FedtrlJ C¢mr.liji'\lC!OOrs :.JmmlSSICl1
0ffIct 01 StcmaJy

CCB Po! 96-09

d::. .'~'

FEDER..\L CO\I\1l \IC \ TIO\'" C()\l~1J",SI()"

OtTer of Comparably Efticlent
Interconnection to Providers of
Enhanced Internet Access Sen'ices

In the \ 1.:lner c r"

its enhanced Internet Access Service into the additional states in which the ;-";'{NEX Telephone

Companies currently offer local telephone sen'ice, ~ Approval of this amendment to the approved

AME~D;\fENT TO BELL ATLA~TIC eEl PLA~
TO EXPA~D SER\]CE FOLLO\\J~G'JERGER "lIB ~~EX

Cpon completion of the merger with ~<'r"'EX. Bell Atlantic 1 proposes to expand

requested to enable such expansion,) Because Internet Protocol Routing Service C'IPRS"), the

I "Bell Atlantic," as used herein, refers to the post-merger Bell Atlantic telephone
companies, which are Bell Atlantic-Delaware, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-Maryland, Inc.; Bell Atlantic
New Jersey, Iric.; BeJI Atlantic-PeMsylvania., Inc.; Bell Atlantic-Virginia., Inc.; Bell Atlantic
Washington, D.C., Inc.; Bell Atlantic-West Virginia., Inc.; New York Telephone Company and
New England Telephone and Telegraph Company.

2 Those states are Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island.
Vermont, and a small portion of Connecticut (the "NYNEX states").

) The CEI Plan was approved in Order. 11 FCC Red 6919 (1996) (recon. pending),



\\-ill need to select an interexchange carrier C'IXC') for the interLATA connection. as is currently

locate the home page and other gateway screens for the sen'ice on its serwr. ~ The third party

direct connections. as discussed below.

will subscribe to local telecommunications services ~-jth.in the ~YNEX states. and the end user

Internet backbone throueh the customer"s selected interexchange provider. browsers. help desk.

functIons in the :'<\~EX stJtes These fun~[(ons Inc!ude. JITJong others. connection to the

the case. 6 End user customers may reach Bell Atlantic' s Internet sen'ice via either dial-up or

Internet. J.nd billing. Bell .-\tlamic will provide marketing and sales functions. sublicense its

software licenses to the unaffiliated third party for the purpose of providing this sen'ice. and

the capability for customers to use electronic mail and news services available \\ithin the

4 Eventually, Bell Atlantic will offer Internet Access Service in the NYNEX states using
a new frame relay-based Information Provider Access Service. The timing of that service is still
uncertain, however. It is not yet available for testing, and an illustrative tariff is not yet
available. Therefore, Bell Atlantic \.\;11 submit a further amendment when it plans to use that
service, should eEl plans still be needed at that time. Whether or not a filing is required, Bell
Atlantic will, of course, comply with all applicable CEI requirements.

S Bell Atlantic will sell and market Internet Access Service both directly and through the
local telephone companies in the NYNEX states, just as it is in the current jurisdictions, subject
to compliance with any applicable state regulatory requirements.

6 The end user will select an IXC at the time he or she subscribes to the Internet Access
Service.



7 A Hub Site consists of a modem capability and associated hardware and sofu\'are to

process the call and validate the password of the user

8 ISDN access is expected to be available on or about October 1997.

9 The choice of a particular service depends upon service availability and the expected

quantity of traffic in the particular location,

10 The end user will select an IXC at the time of registration for Bell Atlantic's Internet

servIce.

For dedicated access. the end user will subscribe to a private line service from a

For dial-up access, the end user will place a local call to the Bell ,-\tlantlC Inrernel

In Its ('n~tnJi eEl Pl.1I1 and herein

3. At the customer's option, Bell Atlantic v.ill subscribe to the service for the customer. In that

sho\\TI in Figure 2. or DSO. OS 1, or DS3 special access/private line sen'ice, as sho\\TI in Figure

hub SIte 7 from either a local residence or business line or from an Integrated Sen'ices Digital

local ,arTier. This may consist of a frame relay service at the customer's selected bit rate, as

telephone sen'ices __ either standard business lines or ISD~ -- to receive the cal1.
9

At the hub

site. the call will pass through the vendor's modem pooL then to the vendor's sen'er Once the

S"e~..'ork ("ISDN") service, as sho\\TI in Figure I 8 Bell Atlantic's vendor \\ill subscribe to local

selected lXC.
IO

end user's password:1D is \eritied. the call \\iJl be sent into the Internet through the end user's



.~ . ....: ~'.: .... ~.-...'

Attorney for the Bell Atlantic
Telephone Companies

1320 North Court House Road
Eighth Floor
,AJlington, Virginia 2220 I
(03) 974-4862

Respectfully Submitted,

As sho\\1l in its initial CEl plan and as discussed above. Bell Atlantic will fully

In pro\iding this service. Bell Atlantic and its vendor will subscribe only to

May 5,1997

sdel.:ted. That IXC \~·i11 then provIde access into the Interne!.

""), ...... t" .. 1.. :0 f.,.... • ...:.o..--.,~, \ ,'> '-3' - ~~r . '..:I ;..... i
:-'"J.~ l \.. \, ',. I \. I., \ ... I ;. , "-, ."l. \.. ........ ~'::' ..._.... "~"",,,, -' j ••

Edward D. Young, III
Michael E. Glover

Of Counsel

generally-available local telecommunications ser\,jce~ as shown in Artachment 1. End users

Bell Atlantic requests that this amendment be qujckl~ approved.

may reach the Internet Access 5en;ce tlrrough the sen-ices and facilities of any local carrier

comply \\ith all applicable CEl requirements in pro\islOn of this enhanced senice..-\ccordingly.
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Figure 2 nata Flow Diagram for Dedicated Access
Frame Relay Example
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t'igurc.J Data Flow Diagram for Iledicated Access
Point to Iloint Services
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Attachment \

Bell .-\rlJ.:'.llc \\;:; :J~C :h~ :>,:·,.'.\i;~; .... ~;:~ .. ,

:\":CCS~; ~~r\ l'::cS

InterSlJl~ _F CC \(' :. Se(!;~)r.~ -. :'l, ::-. >. ~; n,\ ,,',J ,.;,:
'-:ewY\..lrkTekphoneC0mpanyPSC \0 <III!I. T"ckr-;,\'tic:Sc:.::tld15 ::anJ 21

D.Pl" _\ta5s. - ~o. 10. Part C and \0.15. Seetlon ~
P.S.B. - \'1. • \0. ~o. Pan C and \0. ~3. Section ..,
P.U.C _\{e.• \0. IS, Part C and \0. 17. Section 7
P.U.C. R.1. • :-':0. 15. Part C and \0. 17. Secrion 7

NHPCC . No. 77. Part C
~ew York Telephone Company - Srate of Connecticut '.:0. ], Tdephone Section 12

[ramI.' Bela) Senjcf

Interstate. F.CC. \0 I. Sections 178.: 31
;-';ew York Telephone Company PS.C ~<o 900. Telephone SectIon 21

D.P.l' . \tas5. - :--':0. 10. Part C
P.S.B. - V1. - :--':0. 20. Part C
P.l:.C - \1e.. ~o. 15, Part C
P.U.c. • R.l. • No. 15, Part C
NHPUC • No. 77. Pan C

ISDN Sen'jees

New York Telephone Company P.S.C No. 900, Telephone Sections 2 & 21

D.P.U.• Mass.• No. 10, Pan C
P.S.B. - Vt. • No. 20, Part C
P.U.c. • Me.• No. 15, Part C
P.U.c. • R.I.· No. 15, Part C
NHPUC - No. 77, Part C

f,ubange Sen'jees and Message Rate Sen'ices
New York Telephone Company P.S.c. Nos. 900.901 and 902
D.P.U. - Mass. - No. 10, Pan A, Section 5
P.S.B.• Vt.• No. 20, Part A, Section 5
P.U.c. • Me.• No. 15, Part A, Sections 5 & 6
P.U.c. • R.l. • No. 15, Part A, Section 5
NHPUC • No. 17, Part A, Section 5
New York Telephone Company· State of Connecticut So. 2, Telephone Section 2



CERTIFlC.-\TE OF SERYICE

!. :-amml .A. ::oX':,e, C:) ~iere:)'r ::':'":~. -,' :.: '

the foregOing 'C:)mmer,:s ::J ce ser e:: \' ~ ;' ":: :.is:;

Via hand-delivery), to the foHowlng:

. •..•.. """ -. .
~ ... ' .......

.~~e Horor"b:e James - Q...;elc

_0mmlSSloner
reaeral Communications COmmiSSiOn
i 9 19 M Street. NW. Room 802

Washington, DC 20554

"The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
i 9 19 M Street. NW, Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

Richard J. Metzger, Esq.
Ass'n for Local Telecommunications Services
1200 19th Street. N.W., Suite 560
Washington, DC 20036

*William Kennard, Esq.
G~neral Counsel
Federal Communications Commission
! 919 M Street. N.W.. Room 6/4
Washington, D.C. 20054

·Wanda Harris
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.. Room 518
Washington, D,C. 20054

c:Y~a,~~
Tammi A. Foxwell

*Via Hand Delivery.

*joel Klein. Esq.
Acting Chief
Antitrust Division
U.S. Department of justice
judiciary Center
555 4th Street. NW, Room 8104
Washington, DC 2000 I

·The Honorable Reeo :: i-'ur,Gt

Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
I9/9 M Street. NW, Room 8 I4
Washington, DC 20554

.The Honorable Susan Ness
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
/919 M Street, NW, Room 832
Washington, DC 20554

*Intemational Transcription Services
1990 M Street, NW, Room 640
Washington, DC 20036

*Mr. John Nakahata
Chief, Competition Division
Office of General Counsel
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 614
Washington. D.C. 20554

-Ms. Regina Keeney
Chief. Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Commurlcations Commission
I9 /9 M Street. NW, Room 500
Washington, DC 20554


